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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to because Figure 1 to Figure 2 because numeral 
labels need to indicate by text as described in the specification. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 10/599,882 
Art Unit: 4126 



Page 3 



((b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-9, and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kwoh (6,115,057). 

Regarding claim 1 , Kwoh discloses a method for controlling a media content 
processing device, comprising: 

Pre-defining a plurality of content descriptors (The rating level such as G, PG-13, 
and R rating are used to defined the video content segment, see Fig. 24, and 27, 
Abstract, col. 1, line 62-col. 2, line 25, col. 15, line 53-col. 16, line 62) ; 

Determining whether a media content to be processed is described by a pre- 
defined content descriptor (Fig. 31a-31b, Abstract, col. 1, line 62-col. 2, col. 15, line 53- 
col. 16, line 62, col. 18, lines 46-67, col. 19, lines 1-35); 

Automatically adjusting a device control parameter based on the content 
descriptor which describes the media content to be processed (The bad languages and 
violent scent of the videos are blocked off by the parental control function based on 
rating level of the video content, Fig. 31a-31d, col. 10, lines 21-26, col. 16, lines 7-67, 
col. 18, lines 53-67, col. 19, line 10-35); and 

Automatically controlling the media content processing device, based on the 
device control parameter (The bad languages and violent scent of the videos are 
blocked off by the parental control function based on rating level of the video content 
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defined by the parental user, Fig. 31a-32d, abstract, col. 10, lines 21-26, col. 16, lines 7- 
67, col. 18, lines 53-67, col. 19, line 10-35). 

Regarding claim 2, Kwoh further discloses wherein the content descriptor is 
entered by a user (Abstract, col. 1 , line 62-col. 2, line 25, col. 16, lines 60-62). 

Regarding claim 3, Kwoh further discloses wherein the media content comprise, 
as an accompany signal, the content descriptor describing the media content to be 
processed (col. 3, lines 5-9, Fig. 24, and 27, Abstract, col. 1, line 62-col. 2, line 25, col. 
15, line 53-col. 16, line 62 ). 

Regarding claim 4, Kwoh further discloses wherein the content descriptor is 
extracted from the media content to be processed (The rating of the video content is 
exacted from the video and compare to the desire rate set by parental control, see Fig. 
24, and 27, Abstract, col. 1, line 62-col. 2, line 25, col. 15, line 53-col. 16, line 62, col. 
18, line 54-col. 19, line 35). 

Regarding claim 5, Kwoh further discloses wherein the content descriptor 
processing device (el. 11, Fig. 1) comprises a content rendering device (el. 45, Fig. 1), 
and the device control parameter controls the content rendering (el. 40, Fig. 1 ,the bad 
languages and violent scent of the videos are blocked off by the parental control 
function based on rating level of the video content defined by the parental user, Fig. 
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31a-31d, abstract, col. 10, lines 21-26, col. 16, lines 7-67, col. 18, lines 53-67, col. 19, 
line 10-35). 

Regarding claim 6, Kwoh further discloses wherein the device control parameter 
controls the volume of the content rendering device (The audio content of non desire 
video is being blocked off by the parental control, see Fig. 31a-32d, abstract, col. 10, 
lines 21-26, col. 16, lines 7-67, col. 17, line 65-67, col. 18, lines 53-67, col. 19, line 10- 
35). 

Regarding claim 7, Kwoh further discloses wherein the device control parameter 
configures a functional unit of the media content processing device to control the 
reaction of this function unit in response to specific input parameters (The rating level 
defined in parental control function controls the parental control circuitry to block off the 
undesired content and displays the text data or commands the audio synthesizer to 
voice the text data, Fig. 1, Fig. 31a-32d, abstract, col. 10, lines 21-26, col. 16, lines 7- 
67, col. 17, line 65-67, col. 18, lines 53-67, col. 19, line 10-35 ). 

Regarding claim 8, Kwoh further discloses wherein the function unit comprises a 
user interface, and the device control parameter controls the interaction between user 
and the media content processing unit (The user has to enter in the ID code to access 
the setting of parental control setting, see Fig. 1, Fig. 9, Fig. 10, col. 7, line 20-col. 8, 
line 41). 
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Regarding claim 9, Kwoh further discloses wherein the device control parameter 
controls the response of the media content processing device to remote control 
commands (The user uses the remote controller to enter in the ID code in order to 
access the setting of parental control setting, see Fig. 1, Fig. 9, Fig. 10, Fig. 18, col. 7, 
line 20-col. 8, line 41). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Kwoh further discloses wherein the relationship between 
device control parameter and content descriptor can be configured by the user (The 
rating level such as G, PG-13, and R rating are used to defined the video content 
segment and those ratings are configured in the parental control function to censor the 
undesired content, see Fig. 24, and 27, Abstract, col. 1, line 62-col. 2, line 25, col. 10, 
lines 20-31 , col. 1 5, line 53-col. 16, line 62). 

Regarding claim 12, Kwoh further discloses wherein a media content processing 
device (Fig. 1 , el. 1 1 ), comprising: 

A content descriptor detection arrangement configured for determining whether a 
media content to be processed is described by a predefined content descriptor of a 
plurality of predefined content descriptors (The rating levels such as G, PG-13, and R 
rating are used to defined the video content segment, see Fig. 24, and 27, Abstract, col. 
1, line 62-col. 2, line 25, col. 15, line 53-col. 16, line 62; 
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A control unit (el. 40, Fig. 1) configured such that a device control parameter 
describing the media content to be processed (The rating level defined in the parental 
control function controls the parental control circuitry to block off the undesired content, 
Fig. 1, Fig. 31a-32d, abstract, col. 10, lines 21-26, col. 16, lines 7-67, col. 17, line 65-67, 
col. 18, lines 53-67, col. 19, line 10-35 ), 

And the media content processing device is automatically controlled based on 
the device control parameter (The video media content to display is automatically 
censored by the parental control function according to the rating level of the video 
content, see Fig. 1, Fig. 31a-32d, abstract, col. 10, lines 21-26, col. 16, lines 7-67, col. 
17, line 65-67, col. 18, lines 53-67, col. 19, line 10-35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kwoh in 
view of Cragun (5,973,683) 

Regarding claim 10, Kwoh discloses every limitation of claim 10. 
Kwoh does not explicitly disclose the function unit comprises at least one of a 
speech recognition device and a speaker identification device. 
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Cragun teaches the function unit comprises at least one of a speech recognition 
device and a speaker identification device (There is a speech recognition device in 
order to censor any offensive word under the parental control environment, see Fig. 3, 
col. 11, lines 55-67) 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary in the art at the time of invention to modify 
Kwoh teaching to include the function unit comprises at least one of a speech 
recognition device and a speaker identification device, as taught by Cragun, in order to 
regulate the media environment on the television for child viewers (abstract). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CAI CHEN whose telephone number is (571)270-5679. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 8 to5 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on 571-272-7343. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 4126 
/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



